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Wright State University Campus Communication
Dale: October 25, 1974
To: M embers of the Academ ic Council
From: Barbara Dreher, Secretary, Steering Committee
Subject:Agenda, Academ ic Council Meeting, Monday, N ovem ber 4, 1974
COUNCIL WILL MEET AT 3:10 P .M . IN BOOMS 041, 043, 045 OF UNIVERSITY CENTER
I. Call to order.
II. Approval o f Minutes of October 7, 1974, meeting.
III. Report of the President.
IV. Report o f the Steering Committee (see Attachments A and B).
V. Reports of the Standing Comm ittees:
A. Curriculum
B. Faculty Affairs
C. Library
D. Student Affairs
VI. Old Business:
A. Approval o f Revised Prom otion and Tenure Document for Main Campua 
(continued; discussion by A rticle ). (Attachment F to June 3rd Minutes; P ro ­
posed Amendments Attachment D to October 7th Agenda)
B. Approval o f additional amendments to the Revised Prom otion and Tenure 
Document (see Attachments A and B).
VII. New Business:
A. Approval of curricu lar changes/additions/deletions (see Curriculum 
Committee Attachment C).
VHI. Adjournment.
B D /el
Attachments
ACADEM IC COUNCIL
N ovem ber 4, 1974 
Minutes
I. The N ovem ber m eeting was ca lled  to o rd er  by C hairm an P r o  Tern V ice  P res id en t
M urray at 3:15 P . M . , in R oom  041 o f  the U n iversity  C enter.
H. A pproval o f  M inutes o f  O ctob er 7, 1974, m eeting .
T h ere  w ere  co r re c t io n s  o f  three w ords and the addition o f  a supplem entary statem ent 
m ade to the M inutes, each re la ted  to Page F ou r , item  V I. C . , paragraph  4:
L ine 3 should read  "L ib r a r y ’ s p e r io d ica l fund; this y e a r  "
L ine 4 should read  ’ ’from  individual departm ent lib ra ry  a llo ca tio n s . ”
Line 7 should read  "L ib ra ry  p e r io d ica l fund. "
M r . Zam or.ski added to this paragraph the fo llow ing:
"T h is  th re e -y e a r  p o licy  o f  having a departm ent pay the in itia l co s t  and 
paying the co s t  fo r  the two succeed in g  ye a rs  is  in e ffe c t  from  now to an 
indeterm inate tim e. "
The M inutes, us am ended, w ere  approved by v o ic e  vote.
III. R ep ort o f the P res id en t, M r . Spiegel rep ortin g  in M r . K e g e r r c is " ' a bsen ce .
A p a ss in g  m ention was m ade o f  a num ber o f recom m en d ed  ru les  and changes by the 
State B oard  o f  Education , with regard  to the C ollege  o f  E ducation , which m ight a ffect 
to som e  degree  the autonomy o f the U niversity . Should the issu e  becom e  o f m ore  
s e riou s  nature, M r. Spiegel w ill re p o rt  fully its im port to the C ouncil.
M r . S piegel explained, in regard  to subsidy, that s ta te -a ss is te d  u n iv ers ities  a re  ad­
v ised  each vear o f the m axim um  m onies a lloca ted  to each , based on anticipated en­
ro llm en t -  an enrollm ent charted  by the B oard  of R egents. At this point W right State 
has o v e r -e a rn e d  its subsidy by approxim ately  $700 ,000 , and the adm inistration  is  
som ew hat con cern ed  about th is. In past s im ila r  ca ses  this amount o v e r -e a rn e d  by a 
u n iversity  (if not overw helm ing) has been paid to them , the m on ies balanced out by 
those u n iv ers ities  whose enrollm ents fall sh ort o f the anticipated fig u re s . Should 
this additionally earned subsidy not be forth com in g , the U niversity  would have d iffi­
culty in adhering to the adopted budget based on subsidy plus money from  student fe e s .
In this re la tion , M r. Spiegel m entioned that a la rg e  num ber o f unbudgcted requests 
a re  com ing through to h im : it is not p o ss ib le  to go on approving them , e 'e n  though 
there may be good reason ing behind subm itting thorn. D iscu ssion  with the Doans con ­
cern ing  this has been scheduled.
T his led  to M r. S p ieg e l’ s advising C ouncil m em bers  that budget for  the com ing year 
is  under con sidera tion , and o f particu lar in teres t to the faculty would be the rev iew  of
sa la ry  in c r e a s e s . The adm in istration  fully a p p recia tes  that a 5 -  6% in cre a se  is  not 
going to be enough, due to the im pact o f  in flation , but a ssu ra n ce  was given that every 
avenue tow ard greater  in cre a se  would be exp lored . One p o ss ib ility  m ight be the e lim in a ­
tion o f le ss  essen tia l s e rv ic e s  en joyed  at this tim e by faculty and sta ff. M r. Spiegel w ill 
speak m o re  fully on this su b ject at the F a ll F acu lty  M eeting next w eek.
R elated  to the cu rren t d iscu ss ion  on tenure, M r . S piegel spoke for  the adm inistration  
in that there is  at p resen t no quota on the num ber o f tenured faculty alldw ed per depart­
m ent, nor does the adm inistration  have any d es ire  to con sid er  such a system  o r  to 
change anyone’ s status on the facu lty . H ow ever, there m ight, in the future, be a tim e 
when the U niversity  would want to h ire  p erson s  to teach on a lim ited  term  p rev is ion .
T h ese  p erson s  would com e to the U niversity  with a c lea r  understanding that the p o s s i ­
bility o f  tenure did not ex is t, in fa ct they them selves would not d e s ire  a perm anent at­
tachm ent to the U n iversity . Such an affilia tion  would se rv e  to p ro tect the p resen t tenure 
system  in that there would not need to be a con sid era tion  o f change o f  status o f fu ily - 
a ffilia ted  facu lty . M r. Spiegel s o lic ite d  thought on this m atter, with, suggestions c r  
questions channeled to him or to m em b ers  o f the F aculty A ffa irs  C om m ittee .
IV . R ep ort o f  the S teering C om m ittee , M r. T re a cv  rep ortin g .
Due to the apparent heavy w ork load  in the area  o f  student a ffa irs , the Steering C om m ittee 
has named an additional m em b er to the Student A ffa irs  C om m ittee , M r . Ed Devine o f the 
A rt  Departm ent. C on firm ation  o f his appointm ent by the C ouncil w ill be requested  under 
New B usin ess.
The appointm ent of G. B arlow  as C hairm an o f the U niversity  Student A ppeals B oard  and 
the change o f chairm anship o f the H onors C om m ittee  w ere  brought to the attention o f  the 
C ouncil. J. Hughes w ill ch air the la tter com m ittee .
D iscu ssion  w ill continue in the C om m ittee on form ulating an accep ta b le  structure  for  co m ­
m ittees and su b -co m m itte e s . In an "a c t io n -o r ie n te d "  adm in istration , trying to respond 
qu ickly to needs in the U niversity  com m unity, there is  a recogn ized  need for  num erous 
groups, but a lso  re co g n ize d  is  the need fo r  a structuring  form at fo r  those groups.
The appointm ent o f two faculty m em b ers  to the Student In form ation  System  A d visory  
C om m ittee  was m entioned, this com m ittee  to deal with the data base system  o f  student 
f i le s .  R ecent fed era l leg is la tion  re la ted  to con fidentia lity  o f  in form ation  heightens the 
im portance o f this issu e . D rs. Crum  and Page w ill rep resen t facu lty  in developing 
U niversity  gu idelines.
V . R ep orts  o f  the Standing C om m ittees :
A . C urricu lum  C om m ittee , M r . C la rk  rep ortin g .
F or the benefit o f  new m em b ers , M r. C la rk  pointed out that co u rse  change fo rm s  
a re  subm itted from  departm ent to c o lle g e  to the C om m ittee , who rev iew  them and 
make recom m endation s reg a rd in g  their a ccep ta n ce . Should there be no challenge 
o f the co u rse  content by another area  in the U n iversity  nor a p a rticu lar need f<u*
voting by the C ouncil (such as req u ests  fo r  P /U  grading), approval is  autom atic 
a fter thirty w ork ing  days from  date o f  su bm ission .
M r. C la rk  stated there has been a challenge o f  a M anagem ent co u rse , P ublic 
P erson n el M anagem ent, by the P o litica l S cien ce  Departm ent and those involved  are  
w orking toward a reso lu tion .
A listin g  o f co u rse s  subm itted to the C om m ittee  co m p rise d  Attachm ent C to the 
A genda.
B . F aculty A ffa irs  C om m ittee , M r. Skinner rep ortin g .
T he C om m ittee has m et tw ice s in ce  the O ctob er C ouncil m eeting . The resu lts  o f 
som e  o f  their d iscu ss ion s  con cern in g  the lega l status o f  p o lic ie s  w ill be evidenced  
when C ouncil again turns its attention to the P . and T . Docum ent.
K. Ahm ad has been appointed C hairm an o f the F aculty B enefits  and W elfa re  sub­
com m ittee , his f ir s t  con cern  being to follow ’ through on last y e a r ’s d iscu ss ion s  on 
an im proved  d isab ility  insurance.
The follow ing faculty m em b ers  w ill se rv e  fo r  the p resen t a ca d em ic ye a r  on the 
U niversity L eve l Due P r o c e s s  H earing B oard :
R obert Thohahen, P o litica l S cience  
M alcolm  R itch ie , E ngineering 
Edward N icholson , M anagem ent 
E arl Z v e ts ch k e , Education 
G eorge H ess, C hem istry
P ro p o se d  m em bersh ip  fo r  the Tenure R eview  B oard  (under R ev ised  A r t ic le  VII 
o f  the P . and T . Docum ent) w ill be d iscu ssed  with P res id en t K e g e rre is  and then 
brought to the C ouncil fo r  final approva l.
C onsideration  has been given a request fro m  a faculty m em b er that a change be 
m ade in the faculty handbook, giving reg u la r  faculty p re fe re n ce  in the extra -p a y  
even ing teaching a ssignm ents. T h is  is  not the ca se  p resen tly . No recom m endation  
resu lted  from  d iscu ss ion  in this a rea , but the C om m ittee w ill continue to weigh 
the su b ject.
T he S teering C om m ittee has requ ested  the C om m ittee to rev iew  the im plem entation  
o f  present P . and T . p roced u res  at the d ep a rtm en t/co lleg e  le v e l. Q uestions have 
been ra ise d  due to the varying p roced u res  in d ifferent departm ents and the main 
question  to be r e s o lv e d  now is  whether these variation s rep resen t the m eeting o f a 
departm ent’ s unique needs or  whether these a re  o f  s e r iou s  nature w arranting r e ­
com m endations tow'ard p roced u ra l un iform ity .
M eetings o f  the C om m ittee w ill be held N ovem ber 18th and 25th, and D ecem ber 9th,
at 3:10 P . M . , in  the Sm all C on feren ce  B oom  o f  A llyn  H all. Input on the su b jects  
under d iscu ss ion  is  w e lcom ed .
C . L ib ra ry  C om m ittee , M r. Zam onsk i rep ortin g .
The group m et on O ctob er 25th, at w hich tim e Dean F rom m ey er  rep orted  that an 
additional amount o f  m oney w ould be re le a se d  to the L ib ra ry . T he figu re  m entioned 
was $ 34 ,20 0 , but no date was given  fo r  r e le a se .
The C om m ittee  is  p resently  gathering in form ative  m ateria l on the funding o f  gradu­
ate p rog ra m s, with re g a rd  to book s, and w ill plan to have a final re p o rt  with any 
attendant recom m endation s ready fo r  C ouncil b e fore  the end o f  the cu rren t a cad em ic 
y e a r .
A su b -com m ittee  has been form ed  w hose p urpose  is  to generate a solu tion  to the 
p rob lem  o f m utilation o f p e r io d ica ls . C hairm an o f  the su b -co m m itte e  is  Ed B lakely , 
with faculty m em b ers  M ary Lou W hite and John W ebb, and Paula A n d res , a graduate 
student.
Dean F rom m ey er  resp on d ed , at the C om m ittee  m eeting , to a requ est fo r  c la r i f ic a ­
tion o f the L ib ra ry 's  p o licy  on o rd e r in g  paperback  book s: at the in s isten ce  o f the 
re q u e s to r , the L ib ra ry  w ill o rd e r  paperback  m a te r ia ls . W hen look ing at a requ est 
fo r  pu rch ase , a num ber o f  points a re  con sid ered : w hether the book  is available only 
in paperback  fo rm , w hether it can be o r  needs to be bound in o rd e r  to last the e s t i­
m ated n ecessary  l ife tim e , the d iffe ren ce  betw een the co s t  o f paperback  and hardbound, 
and whether funds fo r  binding a re  ava ilab le.
The C om m ittee  w ill m eet next on N ovem ber 18th and inv ites  agenda item s.
M r. M urray supplem ented M r. Z a m on sk i's  r e p o r t  by a ffirm in g  that the tran sfer o f 
additional funds to the L ib r a ry 's  a cq u isition  fund has been com p leted , and the amount 
involved  is  a little  ov er  $37, 000. M oney budgeted for  sum m er sa la r ie s  was not en­
tire ly  expended, hence this additional amount being m ade available to the L ib ra ry .
M r. M urray e xp ressed  the fee lin g  that this w ill help in regard  to in flation  and with 
r e s p e c t  to the N orth C entral a ccred ita tion .
D. Student A ffa irs  C om m ittee , M r. T re a cy  rep ortin g .
M r . T re a cy  has been a ssu red  by the C hairm an o f this com m ittee  that they a re  indeed 
w ork ing  on the m ultitude o f issu es  subm itted to them , but have not m ade su fficien t 
p ro g re ss  to p resen t a r e p o r t  at this m eeting .
V I. O ld  B u sin ess :
A . A pproval o f  R ev ised  P rom otion  and Tenure Docum ent fo r  M ain C am pus; continued 
from  prev iou s  m eeting , d iscu ss ion  by A rtic le /a m en d m en t.
M r . M urray rem inded  m em b ers  that A r t ic le s  I, n ,  and HE had been approved , and
A r t ic le  IV tabled at la st m eeting ; he turned the f lo o r  ov er  to M r. Skinner, C hairm an 
o f  the F aculty A ffa irs  C om m ittee .
M r. Skinner drew attention to the re p o rt  from  the C om m ittee , their attem pt to com e 
up with answ ers to two questions ra ise d  con cern in g  the lega l status o f  two changes 
recom m ended  from  p resen t P . and T . pattern . (See Attachm ent A . )
M r . Skinner p laced  the m otion  -
That A r t ic le  IV be taken from  the table and opened fo r  d iscu ss ion .
M otion was secon d ed ; rev iew  and con sid era tion  in itiated.
M r . Skinner continued, r e fe r r in g  to the C om m ittee ’ s lega lity  s e a r ch ; no statute was 
found d irectly  re la tin g  to either o f the questions ra ise d  at the O ctob er m eeting . With 
re fe re n ce  to the fir s t  question , if  certa in  p o lic ie s  on n otifica tion  o f  non -reappointm ent 
a re  a ccepted  by the B oard  o f  T ru ste e s , w ritten  into the faculty handbook, and have 
been adhered to fo r  a length o f tim e, those p o lic ie s  are  accep ted  by cou rt as being a 
part o f  the faculty con tract and th ere fore  upheld.
Exam ination of tenure trends rev ea led  that when a p erson  has held a p osition  fo r  a 
num ber o f y e a rs , he does acqu ire  a ’ ’p rop erty  r ig h t" and m ay only be d ism issed  for  
cause or  financial exigency  and in the la tter ca se  m ust be o ffe red  his p osition  when 
it is  again ava ilab le . It fo llow s  that even though a faculty m em ber may not re c e iv e  
tenure, a fter a num ber o f ye a rs  he does acqu ire  this " r ig h t" . The trend tow ard r e ­
cogn ition  o f de fa cto  tenure is  re a l; th ere fore  it is  im portant that W right State p o licy  
should include p rov is ion  for  a final tenure evaluation fo r  a ll faculty b e fore  the end 
o f their sixth  yea r .
M r . M urray suggested  that the o rig in a l m otion  now under con sid era tion  w as fo r  the 
a pproval o f  A rt ic le  IV.
M r. Skinner rem inded  C ouncil that in the O ctob er m eeting , the point c f  d iscu ss ion  
w as actually a p rop osed  am endm ent to paragraph " F "  o f  A r t ic le  IV, a lengthening o f 
the p eriod  o f  notification  o f non -reappointm ent for  those faculty who have been at 
the U niversity m ore  than two y e a rs .
The C hair was in agreem ent.
M r . Levine restated  his O ctob er question ; is  there a ru lin g  w hether a faculty can 
p ass in its b y -la w s a p rov is ion  which extends the amount o f  tim e a p erson  can be on 
con tract beyond the n orm s ; is  there any lega l bar to adopting new p o licy  about the 
length o f tim e a person  can be em ployed  (without in cu rrin g  de fa cto  ten u re)?
M r . Skinner exp ressed  the opinion that if  this w ritten  p o licy  w ere  not too far out o f 
line with accepted  norm s, there would probably be no p rob lem . H ow ever, i f  the 
p o licy  did indeed state that a p erson  would never a cq u ire  tenure, re a l d ifficu lties  
cou ld  be anticipated in having this upheld in cou rt.
M r. L evin e asked fo r  further a ssu ra n ce  -  did M r . Skinner actually m ean that a 
facu lty  (not adm inistration ) cannot vote to change their tenure p o licy  to have no 
tenure.
M r . Skinner indicated  that there a re  gu idelines that a re  accep ta b le  in  the co u rts , 
and that the U n iversity , as w ell as any other em p loy er , m ust w ork  within the lega l 
system .
M r . Sachs in ter je cted  that tenure was granted faculty by the B oard  o f  T ru stees  who 
govern  the U n iversity , that the faculty does not govern  the U n iversity .
M r. Levine restated  his question : i f  the faculty voted fo r  no tenure, the p o licy  was 
approved  by the B oard  o f T ru ste e s , would this p o licy  be co n sid e re d  " le g a l" ?
M r . Skinner assu red  M r. Levine and C ouncil that, fro m  what had been rea d , it w ould  
be ille g a l in the sense  that i f  anyone challenged  the p o licy , the ch allen ger would have 
a ca se  in cou rt.
M r. N icholson  requ ested  c la r ifica tio n  o f  the question , stating he had heard three 
separate  q u e r ie s : (1) can the faculty e lim inate de facco  tenure, (2) can the faculty 
set its own gu idelines that m ight be con trary  to A . A . U. P . , o r  (3) can the faculty 
elim inate tenure a ltogeth er.
M r . Levine e xp ressed  his thought that the d iscu ss io n  cen tered  on the am endm ent 
w hich re la tes  to the e lim ination  o f the extension  o f the probationary s e rv ic e  p eriod , 
which does re la te  to de fa cto  tenure. He o ffe re d  further c la r ifica tio n  o f his thought 
by stating his d e s ire  to know w hether it would be " le g a l"  fo r  a faculty to set up its 
own gu idelines, including a gu ideline a llow ing fo r  the extension  o f  a con tract beyond
the probationary p eriod  but stating that de fa cto  tenure cou ld  not o c c u r  with
B oard  o f  T ru stees  approva l, cou ld  this stand up in co u r t?
M r. N icholson  stated that he had not been c le a r  in his m ind as to the exact content 
o f the question . The question  ad d ressed  in the F aculty A ffa irs  C om m ittee  m eeting 
had in e sse n ce  been -  w hether o r  not the faculty cou ld  do som eth ing con trary  to
A . A .U . P . gu idelines and "g e t  away with i t " . . .  .e ith e r  p reclu d e  litigation  or  if  litigation  
w ould o c c u r , have a b etter chance in cou rt. The answ er reach ed  by that C om m ittee 
w as that such cou ld  be done. M r. N icholson  went on to say that the C om m ittee did not 
ad d ress  the issu e  of whether tenure cou ld  be elim inated or  the probationary p eriod  
cou ld  be extended beyond the seven  o r  nine y e a rs .
M r . S piegel cautioned C ouncil m em b ers  not to get A . A .U . P . regu lations and lega lity  
con fused . P re s su re  to fo llow  A .A .U .P .  gu idelines is  the d e s ire  o f  u n iv ers ities  to 
avoid  having their nam es appear on the A .A .U .P .  ’ s s o -c a lle d  lis t  o f  "condem ned 
u n iv e rs it ie s " , which can o ccu r  if  they conduct an investigation  in a un iversity  and find 
the un iversity not adhering to A .A .U .P .  gu idelines. He went on to say that no one 
can state what would happen if  indeed de fa cto  tenure w ere  ru led  out fo r  a particu lar 
faculty rank and som eon e in that rank decided  a fter ten ye a rs  s e r v ic e  to challenge that 
ru lin g . I-Ie did point out that cou rts  a re  m o re  and m ore  re co g n iz in g  som e kind of
"r ig h t"  because o f length o f s e r v ic e ; M r. Skinner con cu rred  that ca se s  a re  building 
up in that d irection . M r . S piegel did say that as far as he was aw are, such  a case  
had never been adjudicated in a fed e ra l cou rt.
M rs . Sherwin v e r ifie d  the fa ct that " la b o r "  laws do apply to facu lty  -  as borne out by 
recen t labor d iscu ss ion s  -  that a com plainan t's  chances o f  co lle ct in g  on a suit against 
a un iversity  would be very  good a fter eight yea rs  or s o  o f s e r v ic e , re g a rd le s s  of 
whether he did not have tenure and aside from  A .A .U .P .  gu idelines.
M r. S piegel pointed out that a tendency cou ld  be identified , but that no defin itive ru ling 
had been m ade in a cou rt o f  law that would be binding.
M r. Sachs re c a lle d  a ca se  o f a p r o fe s s o r  fro m  T exas cla im in g  de fa cto  tenure, and 
the ca se  went to the Suprem e C ourt, w h ere it was ru led  that the un iversity  m ust have 
a fo rm a l hearing to d ism iss  the p erson . This resu lted  in the un iversity  re fu sin g  to 
have a form a l hearing , paying the p ro fe s s o r  and o ffe r in g  him reinstatem ent. M r.
Sachs went on to say that he did not know o f any defin itive ru ling of de fa cto  tenure 
having been m ade in this ca se .
M r. Skinner, a fter con ced ing  that the C om m ittee  had rev iew ed  the p o ss ib ilit ie s  m en­
tioned, returned  the d iscu ss ion  to the am endm ent to paragraph F under con sid eration . 
He stated that the C om m ittee  had a greed  that the e a r lie r  deadline fo r  notification  o f  
non -reappointm ent would be better than the deadline now in u se . The C om m ittee , by 
individual assent, endorsed  the am endm ent as o ffe red .
M r. Gray o ffe re d  his in terpretation  o f  the question  involved  as being whether a faculty 
m em ber cou ld  teach the seventh yea r without de fa cto  tenure o ccu rr in g . In o rd e r  to 
avoid  this o ccu rre n ce  the p erson  would have to be evaluated at a tim e e a r lie r  than the 
p resen t sixth y e a r , Ms notification  o f  non -reappointm ent given him in A p ril o f  the 
sixth yea r  and the seventh would be his term inal y e a r .
M r . Skinner agreed  that would be a lega l thing to do.
M r. Levine stated that he did not ob je c t  to the new tim e fra m e  p rop osed  but questioned 
the legality  o f the sen se  derived  from  that part o f the am endm ent stating that an addi­
tional term inal one ye a r  appointm ent cou ld  resu lt  from  a mutual a greem ent between 
a p a rticu lar faculty m em b er and the P res id en t. If that lim it w ere  extended, would 
de facto  tenure be gran ted?
M r. Skinner agreed  that such a situation m ight be getting into an area  fo r  con cern , 
but fe lt that i f  a full y e a r 's  notice  is  given o f  non -reappointm ent, the situation should 
be c le a r  to the faculty m em b er.
M r. W aehtell questioned  whether in actuality the docum ent w as stating that a p erson  
m ust be notified  o f non -reappointm ent in the spring  o f his sixth yea r  rather than by 
N ovem ber 1st o f that yea r  as the p o licy  now stands.
M r. Gray ie lt  the situation not yet c le a r ly  stated , with d iscu ss ion  com ing fro m  variou s
angles , and w ondered  i f  the point w e re  w hether o r  not the U n iversity  cou ld  o ffe r  a 
con tract -  to som eon e who did not r e c e iv e  tenure -  to teach the seventh y e a r , thereby 
recogn iz in g  that p e rs o n ’ s ability to teach ye t another y e a r .
M r. Levine in terp osed  that it was his d e s ire  that p ro v is io n  be in serted  in the docu ­
m ent fo r  such c ircu m sta n ce s , that he fully a greed  with M r. Skinner and M r . Sachs 
that un less this were spe lled  out in the docum ent, the way was open fo r  a cou rt o f 
law to step in and base judgem ent on p reced en t. He furth er p oin ted ’out that with 
c lea rly  stated gu idelines, there cou ld  be no m isunderstanding on the p art o f an in­
com in g faculty m em b er.
M r . Skinner volunteered  the s e r v ic e s  o f  the C om m ittee in w ork ing out som e  w ordin g 
that would in corp ora te  the esse n ce  o f their thought and that contained in the com m ent 
w ritten  with the p rop osed  am endm ent.
M r. Sachs spoke in fa vor o f th is, exp ress in g  the gen era l feeling  that faculty a re  not 
c le a r  what the p resen t docum ent " s a y s ”  and what is  being suggested .
M r. M urray questioned  if  any C ouncil m em ber fe lt c le a r  enough to res ta te  the am end­
m ent.
M r. Skinner suggested  that som eon e m ight want to make an am endm ent and state what 
was needed in gen era l te rm s, a vote cou ld  be taken, and then the C om m ittee would 
w ork  with that and bring it back  to C ou n cil. In that way C ouncil cou ld  m ake sure  the 
docum ent states what is d es ired  c le a r ly  enough.
The C hair agreed  that this would be rea son a b le  guidance that the Faculty A ffa irs  C om ­
m ittee should have, and asked fo r  an am endm ent.
M r . Gray p laced  his thought in question  fo rm : how is  the U niversity  going to treat 
the seventh y e a r ; as presently  w ritten  in the docum ent, he fe lt  the U niversity  has de­
fined the seventh yea r as de fa cto  tenure. M r. Gray fe lt  the in corp ora tion  o f the C om ­
m itte e ’ s com m ent in support o f the am endm ent, spec ify in g  tim e p eriod s  when actions 
w ere  due, and stating the seventh yea r does not constitu te de fa cto  tenure, would se rv e  
w ell.
M r. S piegel stated the U niversity  would have no ob jection  to the p erson  teaching the 
seventh y e a r , p rov id ing  he had been  given su fficien t notice  o f  non -reappointm ent, but 
i f  given late notice , that cou ld  constitue de fa cto  tenure.
M r . N eve broach ed  two su ggestion s : that the Faculty A ffa irs  C om m ittee  define m ore  
c lea rly  the p oss ib ility  o f  a faculty p erson  teaching the seventh yea r even though having 
re ce iv e d  notice  o f non-renew 'al and that they define m ore  c le a r ly  the tim e sequence 
for  the p roced u res  outlined.
M r. M urray requested  a s p e c ific  m otion .
M r. N eve p laced  the m otion  -
That the F aculty A ffa irs  C om m ittee be asked to define the status o f  
the seventh yea r  fo r  the faculty m em b er who would not be appointed 
to tenure, not be given tenure, and under what conditions he would 
be able to teach that seventh y e a r .
The m otion  was seconded  and d iscu ss ion  on this am endm ent to the o r ig in a l am endm ent 
opened.
M r. Iddings restated  the thought -  the m axim um  probation  p eriod  is  s ix  ye a rs  and 
a d ecis ion  m ust be m ade b e fore  the con clu sion  o f the sixth  y e a r , and the m axim um  
fo r  teaching without tenure is seven  y e a rs .
M r . M urray a greed , supplem enting that this m et A . A .U .P .  gu idelines.
In resp on se  to M r. L e v in e 's  question , M r. M urray stated this was not the acceptance  
o f  the amendment o ffe red  under date o f  August 18th by the F aculty A ffa irs  C om m ittee , 
but rather a m otion  to r e fe r  that portion  o f the docum ent back  to that com m ittee  fo r  a 
rew ork in g /rew ord in g  o f the am endm ent.
M r . W achtell then questioned  if  the s ix  yea rs  probationary p eriod  m ust be at this 
U niversity .
Interchange betw een M r. Spiegel and M r. W achtell brought out that the A .A .U .P .  a c ­
cepts the idea o f transfer o f  yea rs  o f  fu ll-t im e  s e rv ic e  and that gu ideline would apply 
un less  a faculty m em ber re ce iv e d  a con tract s p e c ifica lly  stating that tim e would not 
count, and M r. Spiegel m entioned W right State con tracts  now so  state. If a un iversity 
a ccepted  the tra n sfer o f  three yea rs  s e r v ic e , for  instance, the evaluation o f the faculty 
m em ber would o ccu r  in his departm ent on his second  ye a r  here or in the spring o f 
his third yea r  (a ccord in g  to the p rop osed  tim e sequ ence).
M r. Spiegel in ter jected  that the m atter has never com e up here  (and would not s in ce  
cu rrent con tracts  o f  the U niversity  stipulate that s e r v ic e  e lsew h ere  is not counte-d 
toward tenure).
In answ er to the query as to whether all these things m ust be spe lled  out, M r . Spiegel 
fe lt  they would not with the con tracts  now being used, and he would not want to make 
a judgem ent as to how the U niversity  would act in the o ld er ca se s .
M r . M urray asked i f  there w ere  further d iscu ss ion  on the m otion  to r e fe r  back  to the 
Faculty A ffa irs  C om m ittee  the am endm ent p rop osed  on paragraph  F , A rt ic le  IV.
M r. Skinner felt M r . N eve ’ s m otion  and M r . Iddings' statem ent had been defin itive , 
and that the C om m ittee  would endeavor to think o f  the p rop er  w ording fo r  the intent.
Question was ca lled ; m otion to re fe r  the area o f  d iscu ss ion  hack to Faculty A ffa irs  
C om m ittee was p assed  by v o ice  vote without opposition .
The C hair ruled that further con sid era tion  cou ld  not be given to A rt ic le  I*' because
all parts a re  so  in tegrated ; M r . M urray suggested  m oving to con sid era tion  o f 
A r t ic le  V .
M r . Cantelupe req u ested , s in ce  the approval o f  each  a r t ic le  is  a tentative d ecis ion  
until the docum ent as a w hole is approved , that M r. C o rre a le , o f  the E nglish  D epart­
m ent, be perm itted  to ask a question  re la tin g  to A r t ic le  III.
M r. M urray con firm ed  the understanding that the docum ent in its entirety w ill com e 
b e fo re C o u n c il , and gave p e rm iss io n  fo r  the p osin g  o f  a question , with the caution 
that a return  to A rt ic le  III is  not p o ss ib le  at this tim e.
M r. C o rre a le  d irected  attention to A rt ic le  m .A .  , w hich con cern s  its e lf  with the 
rank o f  In stru ctor, and in p articu lar to the la st sentence o f  the paragraph . The question  
was in two p a rts : (1) m ay a departm ent have a p o licy  that in  e ffe ct  p reclu des  the p erson  
fro m  being prom oted  to the rank of A ssistant P r o fe s s o r , and (2) is  the intent o f this 
sentence that the departm ent define what the "unique need" is .
M r. Skinner spoke fo r  the F aculty A ffa irs  C om m ittee is  answ ering " y e s "  to both 
q u estions.
M r. C o rre a le  then indicated a tighter p o licy  in their departm ent, that o rd in a rily  they 
did not p rom ote  to A ss ista n t P r o fe s s o r , w hereas this part o f  the docum ent used "m a y " 
be prom oted  to that rank. M r. C o rre a le  w on dered  i f  his departm ent would be in d e ­
fian ce  of the docum ent by the stand it has taken.
M r. Skinner indicated this would not be true, but would only lim it to a very  few those 
e lig ib le  fo r  the p rom otion  becau se  of high standards se t by the departm ent.
M r. C o rre a le  further brought out that his departm ent lim its  to three yea rs  the tim e 
an Instructor m ay be em ployed  at that rank.
M r. Skinner pointed out that this tied  in with the d iscu ss ion  p rev iou sly  a im ed at 
designating by another nam e those in the ca tegory  o f  faculty not m oving toward tenure, 
and in som e way they should be distinguished from  those having a future with the Uni­
v ers ity .
M r . Cantelupe restated  M r. C o r r e a le 's  con cern  -  is  it p o ss ib le  for  a departm ent to 
se t m inim um  lim its  within the m axim um  set by the U n iversity .
M r . Skinner did not d isa gree  that this cou ld  be done.
M r. S piegel fe lt, too, that a departm ent has the right to be m o re  r e s tr ic t iv e . He 
pointed out that it  would be d ifficu lt not to ca ll a p erson  "fu lly  a ffilia ted "  who c a rr ie d  
a full teaching load  and that the p erson  would have the righ ts  o f a faculty m em ber 
w hile  with the U n iversity .
The genera l fee ling  was that this su b ject needed som e  furth er thinking, and M r . S piegel 
o ffe re d  that the status o f  a p erson  when h ired  should be very c lea rly  and definitely
defined.
M r . W ade e xp ressed  the fee lin g  that an Instructor in a departm ent that did not prom ote  
in stru ctors  would have the right to ask fo r  evaluation at the co lle g e  le v e l, and this 
brought to light the fa ct that a variety  o f con tracts  a re  p resently  being used in  the v a r i­
ous co lle g e s , lim iting  tim e o f em ploym ent a n d /o r  the p o ss ib ility  o f  prom otion , and that 
faculty m em b ers  a re  m ade aw are o f those lim itations when h ired .
M r. Iddings a ssu red  M r. C o rre a le  that a con tract can sp e ll out sp e c ia l conditions o f  
em ploym ent and this would not be p reclu ded  by the docum ent.
The C hair ru led  that d iscu ss ion  would m ove to A r t ic le  V.
M r. Skinner placed  a m otion  -
F or  the approval o f  A rt ic le  V . S pecification s  fo r  P rom otion , T en u re, A ppointm ents.
T he m otion  was secon d ed ; there was no rev iew  or  d iscu ss ion  on A r t ic le  V , and M r. 
M urray ca lled  fo r  a vote.
A rt ic le  V was p a ssed  by v o ice  vote.
M r . Skinner m oved  fo r  -
A pprova l o f A r t ic le  V I . P ro c e d u re s  fo r  Faculty P rom otion  and T enu re.
The m otion  was secon d ed , and M r. Gray opened d iscu ss io n  by requ estin g  c la r ifica tio n  
o f  the last sentence o f  paragraph C re la ted  to the exclu sion  o f  a d m in istrators  fro m  the 
U niversity P rom otion  and Tenure C om m ittee . He w on dered  i f  this perta ined  to depart­
m ent ch airm en, or i f  they w ere  con sid ered  "fa cu lty ”  rather than "ad m in istra tion ".
M r. M urray rev iew ed  past p reced en t, a llow ing departm ent ch airm en  to be e le cted  to 
that com m ittee ; M r. Skinner a ffirm ed , and p ro je cte d  a continuation o f that view point.
M r . Skinner brought attention back to the recom m ended  am endm ents to this A rt ic le , 
that the natural p ro g re ss io n  should be from  paragraph A through F .
M r. Skinner m oved  fo r  -
A pproval o f  the am endm ent o f paragraph A (page 2, A ttachm ent D 
to the O ctob er Agenda).
M r.. Sachs seconded  the m otion .
M r . M artin o ffe re d  an am endm ent to the am endm ent -
That the departm ent chairm an would not norm ally  be the chairm an 
o f the (departm ent p rom otion  and tenure) com m ittee  but this should
be designated to a se n io r  faculty m em b er.
M r. T re a cy  seconded  the am endm ent to the am endm ent.
It was pointed out that the am endm ent was in  truth an additional statem ent, to be 
in serted  in the p rop osed  am endm ent fo llow ing the fir s t  sen tence.
It was m entioned that the Departm ent P rom otion  and T enu re C om m ittee  should ch oose  
its own ch airm an.
M r . T re a cy  w ithdrew  his secon d , in favor o f  secon d in g the rew ord ed  mot ion  by M r. 
M artin  -
The chairm an o f  the D epartm ent P rom otion  and Tenure C om m ittee 
w ill not be the departm ent chairm an but the chairm an w ill be chosen  
by the m em b ers  o f  that prom otion  and tenure com m ittee .
M r. R oehm  questioned  i f  this would a ffe ct  the p rop osed  am endm ent in that area  stating 
"T h e  D epartm ent C hairm an is  re sp o n s ib le  fo r  transm itting all positive  recom m en d a ­
tion s ..............
M r. M artin a sserted  his m otion  would not a ffe ct th is, that the departm ent chairm an 
would s till have that resp o n s ib ility , but his m otion  was a im ed at preventing the de­
partm ent chairm an from  exertin g  undue influence in the p osition  o f  chairm an o f the 
p rom otion  and tenure com m ittee  o f  his departm ent.
M r . T rea cy  spoke in support o f  the m otion , pointing out the dual r o le  fo rce d  upon the 
the departm ent chairm an who acts  as chairm an o f the prom otion  and tenure com m ittee  
fo r  w hile he m ust "push the d ecis ion  o f tin t co m m itte e " , he m ust a lso  act as cou n se lor 
to the a ffected  faculty m em b er.
A gainst the am endm ent was the opinion o ffe re d  by M r.. Iddings that this im p lied  a p a rti­
cu la r structuring  o f  the departm ent com m ittee , opposed  to the sen se  o f  the fir s t  sen ­
tence  o f the Faculty A ffa irs  o r ig in a l am endm ent.
W hile M r. Levine supported the idea se t  forth  by M r . T re a cy , he fe lt  m o re  acceptable  
was M r. Iddings1 stand that chairm anship should be re so lv e d  under the departm ental 
s tructuring  p rerog a tiv e . He felt the b est in terests  o f  each individual departm ent cou ld  
be serv ed  by that departm ent’ s d ecis ion  on e lig ib ility  fo r  chairm anship  o f their own 
p rom otion  and tenure com m ittee .
M r . M urray ca lled  the question  and the m otion  to am end the am endm ent fa iled  by 
v o ice  vote.
D iscu ssion  returned  to the o r ig in a l am endm ent o ffe re d  by Faculty' A ffa irs .
M r . L evin e o ffe re d  a m otion  -
That the p h rase  ’ ’su b ject to the conditions o f  S ection  VI. E . " 
be deleted  fro m  the fir s t  sentence o f  the p rop osed  am endm ent.
The m otion  was secon d ed .
M r . Levine spoke in support o f  his m otion : item  " E ”  deals with the qualifications fo r  
m em bersh ip  o f  p rom otion  and tenure com m ittees, w hich  M r. Levine stated w ere  too 
r e s tr ic t iv e , this again being a d ecis ion  b est re s e rv e d  to the p a rticu lar  departm ent and 
not dictated to it.
M r. Skinner pointed out that should this deletion be m ade, the thought would s till 
rem a in  in item  E . It was suggested  that i f  m a jor  changes w ere  to be con sid ered  in 
item  E. the appropriate tim e to m ove fo r  them would be when that item  is  under r e ­
view . It was a lso  brought out that a departm ental prom otion  and tenure com m ittee  
cou ld  encom pass the en tire  number o f  departm ent m em b ers .
M r . Sachs went on r e c o r d  as being against the deletion , and M r. N ich o lson  stated 
that i f  the body am ended item  A in this re s p o c t , it m ight be in con trad iction  with other 
parts o f  the docum ent. He supported M r. S kinner's  suggestion  that i f  som e s p e c ific  
change was d es ired  in item  E , to con sid er  it at that tim e without in troducing som e 
broad change in item  A .
M r . Levine re itera ted  his stand that a departm ent should have the right to do what 
is  right fo r  that departm ent only, whether in re fe re n ce  to com m ittee  chairm anship 
or  com p osition .
M r . B eljan  fe lt the intent e xp ressed  in item  E w as one o f perpetuity o f  the com m ittee  
se lec ted , with the co rre la te d  thought that the ru les  and p ro ced u res  w ere  a lso  in p e r ­
petuity. He questioned  i f  that was the intent.
M r. Skinner asked if  he m eant -  would the sam e com m ittee  ex is t  alw ays.
M r . B eljan  agreed  this was his query .
M r . Skinner acknow ledged the p oss ib ility  o f  that happening i f  a departm ent wanted it 
s o , but that he hardly would expect that to o cc u r .
Interchange betw een M r. B eljan  and M r. Skinner brought out that a departm ent cou ld  
(and in so m e  ca se s  have) se t  up m ore  than one com m ittee : a group, o f  tenured p ro ­
fe s s o r s  would con sid er  candidates fo r  prom otion  to full p ro fe s so rs h ip ; a group  o f 
tenured p r o fe s s o r s  and a sso c ia te  p r o fe s s o r s  would rev iew  evaluations leading to the 
rank o f a sso c ia te  p r o fe s s o r s , e t c . , the varying requ irem ents fo r  p rom otion  being the 
b asis  fo r  such structuring .
M r. Nussbaum  exp ressed  his feeling  that M r. Levine was not rece p tiv e  to the idea 
o f tenure; M r. Levine denied this and stated his co n cern  is  fo r  each  departm ent in its 
re la tion  to the docum ent as presently  w ritten .
M r. M urray questioned  those in  fa vor  o f  the m otion  to d e lete , as p laced  by M r. L evin e .
The m otion  to delete  the ph rase  in  the am endm ent fa iled , by v o ic e  vote .
R eturning to the or ig in a l am endm ent, M r . Gray questioned  why the w ord  "p o s it iv e "  
had been in serted  in the sentence "T he Departm ent C hairm an is  re sp o n s ib le  for  trans­
m itting a ll p ositive  recom m en d a tion s ................ " ,  when the or ig in a l docum ent did not have
this w ord .
M r. Skinner responded  that the Faculty A L a irs  C om m ittee  m em b ers  had w ondered  
about that point. The b asis  fo r  in sertin g  the w ord  was the re la tiv e ly  la rge num ber of 
negative recom m endation s resu ltin g  from  the need to rev iew  each departm ent m em ber 
yearly  toward the goal o f  p rom otion . The d ecis ion  on w hether the negative recom m en d a ­
tions would be transm itted re s ts  with the departm ent, depending on the degree  of nega­
tiv ity ; w here the need fo r  support o f  a h igher authority is  fe lt, such a d ecis ion  would 
go forw ard  but in som e ca se s  o f  term ination  o f appointm ent, the p erson  involved was 
n otified  and that ended the p roced u re . Further c la r ifica tio n  was o ffe re d  by re fe re n ce  
to the last sentence o f  the am endm ent, that in the ca se  o f  negative recom m end ation s, 
the involved  faculty m em ber is  a lso  ap p rised  o f a lternative p ro ced u res  ava ilab le to him 
at that point in tim e.
P r o fe s s o r  Franklin  was re co g n ize d  by the C hair, his p urpose  in speaking to bring  out 
an e r r o r  in phrasing in the am endm ent o ffe red  fo r  item  A , A r t ic le  VI.
M r. F ranklin fe lt  the intent o f  the F aculty A ffa irs  C om m ittee  was not a ccu ra te ly  ex ­
p re sse d  in the f ir s t  sentence o f  the p rop osed  am endm ent, but that it should rea d  "E ach  
departm ent shall fo rm  its  own P rom otion  and Tenure C om m ittee , and shall set up its 
own " ,  deleting the w ords "each  co m m itte e " .
M r . B eljan  con firm ed  this as being part o f  his p rev iou sly  e x p re sse d  con cern .
M r. Skinner p laced  the m otion  -
T o  delete the w ord s  "each  com m ittee "  from  the fir s t  sentence  o f  the 
p rop osed  am endm ent under con sid eration .
M r . T re a cy  seconded  this m otion , and M r . M urray ca lled  the question .
T he m otion  fo r  this deletion  w as ca rr ie d  by v o ice  vote without opposition .
M r . N eve posed  the question  as to the in clu s ion  o f  the faculty m em ber under co n sid e ra ­
tion in the n otifica tion  co v e re d  by the la st sen tence  o f  the am endm ent. A ffirm a tion  was 
given  that this indeed was the p erson  to whom  "n otifica tion "  r e fe r r e d .
M r. N eve p laced  a m otion  -
T o  change the last sentence o f  the am endm ent to read  "F acu lty  m em b ers ,
including the individual under con sid era tion  fo r  tenure, sha ll be 
n otified  ’ ’ .
M r . M urray suggested  rew ord in g  o f  the m otion  to rea d  -
T o  change the la st sentence o f  the am endm ent to read  "F acu lty  
m em b ers  under con sid era tion  shall be notified  " ,
M r . Neve a greed  to th is; the rew ord ed  am endm ent to the am endm ent was seconded .
T he m otion  to in se rt  the w ord s  "under con sid era tion "  as above was p a ssed  by v o ice  
vote .
M rs . Sherwin suggested  the need fo r  a d ifferen t w ording in p lace  o f  "a lternative  p ro ­
ce d u re s"  in the la st sentence o f  the am endm ent, o ffer in g  "due p ro c e s s  p ro ce d u re s "  
as a p oss ib ility  (s in ce  a lternative p roced u re  m ight ju st  be to "get another jo b " ) . A fter 
b r isk  d iscu ss ion , M rs . Sherwin p laced  the m otion  -
T o  in se rt  the w ord  " a l l "  im m ediately  b e fore  "a lternative  p ro ­
c e d u r e s " , in the la st line o f  the am ended am endm ent.
T he m otion  was secon d ed .
M r. Sachs o ffe re d  the p oss ib ility  that the departm ent chairm an m ight not know o f  " a l l "  
p ro ce d u re s .
M rs . Sherwin fe lt  that a departm ent chairm an should have a know ledge (or list) o f  
p roced u res  available within the U niversity .
M r. T re a cy  attem pted c la r ifica tio n  o f  M rs . Sherw in ’ s thought, o ffe r in g  that perhaps 
she m eant that the faculty m em b er should be m ade aw are o f  his right to appeal a nega­
tive d ecis ion : M rs . Sherwin agreed  that this was what she had in m ind.
M r . W ade w ithdrew  his secon d  to the p rev iou sly  o ffe red  m otion ; M rs . Sherwin w ithdrew  
her m otion.
M r . W ade fo llow ed  M rs . Sherw in ’ s intent by o ffe r in g  a m otion  -
T o  add to the final sentence o f  the am ended am endm ent, so  that it
w ill read  "  in ca se  o f  negative recom m en d ation s, w hich may
include appeal to the c o lle g e  com m ittee  fo r  p rom otion . "
P oint o f  c la r ifica tio n  v e r ifie d  by M r. W ade that this does m ean " fo r  prom otion  and 
ten u re".
The m otion  was secon d ed .
M r. Sachs questioned  how this would apply to the C o lleg e  o f  E ducation , having no de­
partm ent but rather d iv is ion s .
M r . W ade stated that in that co lle g e , one has the right to appeal to the co lle g e  leve l 
com m ittee , i f  turned down by the com m ittee  at the d iv is ion  lev e l.
M r. N ich o lson  then pointed out that the w ord  "m a y " , used in this se n se , cou ld  im ply 
that the right to appeal m ight be c lo se d  to the faculty m em ber and e x p re sse d  the 
thought that "w ou ld '' m ight better be substituted fo r  "m a y ".
M r. W ade accep ted  the w ord  substitution in his m otion ; the C hair ru led  this acceptabh 
M r . M urray ca lled  the question .
T he am endm ent to the am ended am endm ent p a ssed  by v o ic e  vote .
M r . M urray rea d  to C ouncil the p rop osed  am ended am endm ent:
E ach departm ent shall fo rm  its own P rom otion  and T enu re C om m ittee , 
and shall set up its  own operation al ru les  and p ro ce d u re s , su b ject to 
the conditions o f  S ection  V I .E . The D epartm ent C hairm an is  resp on ­
s ib le  fo r  transm itting all p ositive  recom m endation s for  p rom otion  a n d / 
o r  tenure, a long with his own evaluation o f the recom m endation  (which 
shall ad d ress pa rticu lar ly  the e ffe c t  o f  the recom m endation  on the de­
partm ent as a w hole) to the C olleg e  com m ittee . Faculty m em bers  
under con sid era tion  shall be prom ptly  notified  by the D epartm ent C hair­
m an o f the action  o f  the departm ental com m ittee  and in form ed  o f a ltern a ­
tive p roced u res  in ca se  o f  negative recom m en d a tion s, which would in ­
clude appeal to the co lleg e  p rom otion  and tenure com m ittee .
M r. M urray ca lled  fo r  voting on the am endm ent, as am ended.
The am endm ent to paragraph A o f A rt ic le  VI was p a ssed  by v o ic e  vote.
The m otion  was entertained to continue d iscu ss ion  on the R e v ise d  P rom otion  and 
T enu re Docum ent at the D ecem b er m eeting o f C ouncil.
T h is m otion  was secon d ed : p a ssed  by v o ice  vote.
V I. Old B u sin ess :
B . A pprova l o f additional am endm ents to the R ev ised  P rom otion  and T enu re Docum ent 
{Attachm ents A and B to the N ovem ber Agenda).
M r. M urray pointed out that m ateria l co v e re d  in the attachm ents would be dealt with
as part o f  the continued d iscu ss ion  at next m eeting .
V H . New B usin ess:
A . A pproval o f  cu rr icu la r  ch a n ges /a d d it ion s /d e le tion s .
M r. T re a cy  rem inded  everyon e  that these a re  subm itted fo r  "in form ation  on ly " 
under the accep ted  p roced u res  fo r  C urricu lum  C om m ittee , with the exceptions as 
noted e a r lie r  by M r. C lark .
B. M r . T rea cy  asked for  con firm ation  by C ouncil o f the appointm ent o f  M r. L evin e to 
the Student A ffa irs  C om m ittee , by p lacin g  a m otion  fo r  sam e.
The m otion  was secon d ed , and passed  by v o ice  vote.
VUI. T he m eeting  was adjourned at 5:10 P .M .
/ e l
